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PENTAGON STUDIES 
P.S. GLOBAL M IGHT; 

Refuses to Roloaso Report 
on Maintaining Hegemony 


By E. W. KENWORTHY 

Epeolil to The N tw Ycrt Timet 

: WASHINGTON, Feb. 15 — . 
The Department of Defense has 
refused a request of Senator 
J. W. Fulbright to declassify, 
and make public a secret study 
on how tho United States can 
"maintain world hegemony , in 
[tne future." 

Tho study, completed two 
years ago by the Douglas Air- 
craft Corporation under Army 
sponsorship, was originally en- 
titled "Pax Americana." Later 
it was titled “Strategic Align- 
ments and Military ObjectiveSi 1 ' 
Tho study cost $80,500. 

Last Nov. 29, Mr. Fulbright; 
chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, asked tho , 
Defense Department to declas* 
sify tho document. He said he 
was making the request bci 
cause tho document involved 
foreign policy and "the impor 


This refusal apparently 
ended Mr. Fulbright’s effort, 
begun last October, to have the 
study made public. The study 
has been made available to 
him and he, in turn, lias per- 
mitted other Senators to read 
it if they asked to do so, 

Purpose Is Explained 
In an earlier letter, Mr. 
Warnke had explained the pri- 
mary purpose of the study as 
“to stimulate long-range plan- 
ners to speculate on the impact 
on ”-‘~ 


Noticed by Hartke 

Bidders were invited to sub- 
mit bids to the Army Research 
.Office, 3045 Columbia Pike, Ar- 
lington, Va., before May 21. 
The contract was awarded to 
the Douglas Aircraft Corpora- 
tion, which completed the re- 
port, after several time exten- 
sions, in February, 1966. The 
report was stamped "secret.” 

Some months ago Senator 
Vance Hartke. Democrat of In- 
diana, called Mr. Fullbrights at 

tnnfinn fn i.! » 


v«« national security policies tcntion to the bid invitation in 
and requirements that various! the Commerce Business Daily It 
alternative future world align- could not be learned how it 
ments would have.” came to his attention so long 

One Senator who has read after publication 
the bulky report said today,!: Last Oct. 13 Mr. Fulbrisht 
■Some of its conclusions arc wrote to Secretary of Defense 
sca 7u at , lc ? st ', . thc 7 scare, Robert S. McNamara for a copy 
me.” He declined to say what of "a study entitled 'Pax 
the conclusions were. .' Americana * ” 

However, a student of for- On Oct.' 26, Jack L. Stemp- 
eign affairs who also read the ler, Assistant Secretary of De- 



tant conclusions of the report" 
were in agreement with “so 
many recent statements made 
by Government officials.” 

He did not specify what these 
statements were and was not 
available for comment today. 

In a reply on Dec. 14, Paul 
C. Warnke, Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for International 
Security Affairs, said that “a 
great deal” of the material used 
by Douglas Aircraft in the 
study was available "in public 
media.” But he said that the 
Defense Department was op- 
posed to making the study 
public and would be opposed 
even if the classified material 
were deleted. 

Mr. Warnke wrote to the 
Arkansas Democrat, "If the 
hypotheses, suggestions or con- 
clusions contained in the study 
were construed as future 
policy of the United States, the 
study would bo susceptible to 
misinterpretations and could 
produce serious repercussions 
[abroad.’’.. 4 . ... , u: ^ 


study, while conceding that 
some of the conclusions were 
. "scary,” said, “The study reads 
.like a freshman paper.-' 

The Pentagon spends about 
$28-milllon a year on what is 
called "social science” re- 
search. 

About $14-milIion goes to 
the Federal Research Contract 
Center, embracing such de- 
fense "think tanks” as the 
;Rand Corporation, the Institute 
for Defense Analysis and the 
Research Analysis Corporation. 

| About $10-mil!ion goes to uni- 
versities and their related re- 
search organizations.' 
i About $500,000 goes to in- 
dustrial concerns that, . largely 
;f°r prestige reasons, maintain 
'social science research depart- 
ments. This was how Douglas 
came to do the “Pax Ameri- 
cana study. 

I Th e story of that study began 
On April 29, .1965. 

. ^at day the Commerce 
Business Daily, a',; publication 
of the Commerce Department 
listing contract awards and- in 
vitations to bid on such con- 
tracts, printed the ' following 
item: & 

"Services and materials, as 
required, to perform a research 
study entited ‘Pax Americana’ 
rnni.IxllHg Of 9 swuy 


fensc for Legislative' Affairs, 
sent the Senator a copy with a! 
covering letter saying that the 
title had been changed. Mr.i 
Stempler continued: 

"In order to avoid unneces- 
sary and undesirable political 
repercussions involving the 
United States or foreign gov- 
ernments, Douglas performed 
the study only within the con- 
tinental United States and ex- 
ercised special discretion in 


United Press International 

Senator J. W. Fulbright 


Reason for Classifying . 

, Mr. Warnke answered this 
(latter on Nov. 18, and enclosed 
the requested contracts. It was 
in this letter that he defined 
the study's purpose as stimu- 
lating planners to speculate on 
the national security aspects 
of future world alignments. 

inua™ apuuiai discretion in | Me said that, because the 
making contracts. The final re- general conclusions dealt with 
port was classified for these military objectives and align- 
same reasons. . ments over the next 20 years, 

"It should be clearly under-' i it would be inappropriate to 
stood that the study’s conclu- i rr ’ :>1, “ nffi nidi oeflmoffto rvP tirtsof 
sions and postulated objectives 
do mot necessarily reflect the 


De- 


views or policies' of the 
partment of Defense.’’ 

On Nov. 8, Mr. Fulbright 
wrote Mr. Stempler asking the 
[department’s views "as to the 
desirability of declassifying this, 
study.” He also requested a 
copy of the contract and "sup-! 
plementary correspondence,” 
plus "a statement of the use 
which the Defense Department 
has made of the study .and, 

specifically, an official estimate , Ui „ pruaaer rne exposure" o 
of the validity of each of the ikey officials to relevant mate 
generaUonclusions." . _ t . , , rial, “the better equipped they 


of the following: (A) elements! 3 Jlst ot sinmar .biuuibb uunnu {signed duties.”' He. added that 
of national power; (B) ability 1965, 1966 and 1967, and the jthls led him to suggest "that 11 
of selected nations to apply contractors and sums Involved, {might bo desirable to declassify 
the elements of national power; "By' similar studies,” he jthe report so that it would be 
? variety of world power wrote, “I havo in mind those; {available to a larger audience/ 

configurations to be -used as a which the average American' , — • * 

'or tho United States to citizen would believe have a 
maintain world hegemony 'in substantial relationship to thei 
{the future.” (foreign policy of the United 

' iStates.’' .^-.1 


make official estimates of what 
their validity may be now.” 

As for declassification, Mr. 
Warnke said: 

; t "Though much of the mate- 
rial in the report was derived 
from unclassified sources, the 
■study should be classified due 
to the foreign policy sensitivity 
jof the material when attribu- 
tion is made to the United 
(States Army.” 

t‘ Information Law Cited 

i Mr. Fulbright replied on Nov.: 
{29, saying that he agreed with' 
.'Mr, .Warnke’s reasoning that* 
i “the broader the exposure" of 


a list o F f U similar studios' during !sf|nc^ 'duties^He! that 
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Furthermore, Mr. Fulbright 
; continued, declassification 
'would be consistent with the 
"freedom of information" law 

O Congress passed last session,', 
"which prohibits the withhold- 
ing of such governmental in- 
formation from the public.” 
Especially, the report should be 
"in the public domain," Mr. 
Fulbright said, because of the] 
similarity of its conclusions to, 
recent statements by officials. 

On Dec. 14 Mr. Warnke re- 
plied that the freedom of infor- 
mation law "excludes matters 
that are specifically ‘required 
by executive order to be kept 
secret in the interest of na- 
tional defense or foreign pol- 
icy.’ ” 

Still Favors Disclosure 


o 


On Jan. 11 Mr. Fulbright 
wrote Senator Hartke, saying 
that Mr.. Warnke "has appar- 
ently concluded that declassi- 
fication of this study would 
jeopardize the international re- 
lations of the United States.” 

Nevertheless, he said, he still 
believed that results of such 
research, paid for ,by public 
funds, should be made public 
in so far as possible. He es- 
pecially thinks so, he said, 
“when that research deals with 
the long-term costs in money] 
and manpower of an Ameri-i 
can foreign policy.! in which: 
our power is committed to the, 
maintenance of a ‘Pax Amcri-! 
cana or some variation thereof. 

’ "Too often," Mr. Fulbright 
concluded, “the American pub- 
lic has had to be satisfied by 
statements from the Adminis- 
tration which play variations 
of the theme: If the public just 
knew what the Administration 
knows, the public would agree 
with the policies of the Ad- 1 
ministration. I believe this] 
theme pressed too far can de-, 
stroy democratic control ofi 
foreign policy.” - wJ 
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